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FU RTHER RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION Q F fiEPT^MBER Trr2m^ 

AND 

REPLY TO ADVISORY ACTION OF DECE MBER 3. 2003 

Honorable Director of Patents and Trademarks 
P O Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Dear Sir 

The Examiner's comments in the Advisory Action of 3 December 2003 are noted and the 
diligent research appreciated. Reconsideration is again requested. 

Even if it is accepted that the term "quality of service" can encompass guaranteed 
bandwidth, Dravida still omits many significant features of the invention as recited in the 
independent claims. 



For example, Dravida fails to disclose a 



. "communications network [which] supports a differentiated service mechani 



• "accessing a model of said connectionless communi^tjon^s network which is 
separate from the network" 

• "assessing amount of available bandwidth over said path using said model" 

Applicant has been unable to locate a copy of the 1997 Microsoft white paper referred to by 
the Examiner, and a copy has not been provided by the PTO. The portion referred to by the 
Examiner does not make a direct link between the term "quality of service" and the provision 
of a specified bandwidth. All that is stated is that "real time applications over IP networks 
with an acceptable level of quality [require] certain [guaranteed] bandwidth". This is 
apparently set out under the heading "What is quality of service?". However, without seeing 
the full paper it is quite possible that the paper concludes that guaranteed bandwidth is not 
"quality of service" in answer to the question set out in the heading of the paper. 

However, this point is moot since Dravida does not disclose "specifying a bandwidth" or 
"specifying a guaranteed quality of service to be provided over the path" as explicitly recited 
in feature [i] of all the independent claims. 

Following the Examiner's research, the Examiner will note that quality of service requires 
characteristics of the path to be guaranteed. Dravida provides no guarantees and merely 
' provides a re-routing mechanism during congestion. There is no control of this re-routing to 
ensure that any particular path provides any particular characteristics. Thus it is respectfully 
submitted that this feature of the claims is not taken. 

Furthermore, since the model of feature (ii) of the independent claims is not shown in 
Dravida the feature of "determining a path between the two specified nodes using said 
model " (emphasis added) also cannot be disclosed. 

Accordingly, it is noted that Dravida discloses none of the features of claims 1, 17 or 26 and 
thus the Examiner's rejection of these claims is respectfully traversed. 
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For the same reasons, the dependent claims are submitted to be allowable in view of their 
dependencies. 



Given the above, favorable reconsideration is now urged. 



December 16, 2003 Respectfully submitted, 

William M. Lee, Jr. 
Registration No. 26,935 
Barnes & Thornburg 
P.O. Box 2786 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-2786 
(312) 214-4800 
(312) 759-5646 (fax) 
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